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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

• Claims 1 , 5, 9, 14 and 20 recite word(s) "controllable and / or "capable of, and / or "operable", 
and /or "may" renders the claim(s) indefinite because the claim(s) 1 , 5, 9, 14 and 20 are not clear 
as to what are positively claimed. 

• Claims 2-4, 6-8, 10-13, 15-19 and 21-24 are rejected as they are directly and or indirectly 
depended on rejected claim (s). 

• Claims 1, 6, 8, 14, 17, 19 and 20 recite word(s) "may and / or "may be" renders the claim(s) 
indefinite because the claim(s) 1 , 5, 9, 14 and 20 are not clear as to what are positively claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was.published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-4, 9, 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Vegh (U.S. 

Patent 7,092,743 B2). 

With respect to claim 1 , Vegh discloses an apparatus (See e.g. 200 of Fig. 2, 300 of Fig. 3) for 
sender controllable modalities (See e.g. a vibration, a predetermined ring tone, one or more beeps, one 
or more flashing lights, user selectable preferences or setting, etc. Co. 2, Line 65 - Co. 3, Line 8) , the 
apparatus comprising: a priority command generator (See e.g. 230 of Fig. 2) capable of generating a 
priority command that indicates a level of priority as related to a communication command and that 
includes a modality alert command (See e.g. user defined criteria, call urgency, types of call, importance 
of call, etc. Co. 4, Lines 62- Co. 5, Line 6); a communication command generator capable of generating 
the communication command; and (See e.g. Co. 3, Lines 55-58) a transmitter (See e.g. 220 of Fig. 2) 
operably coupled to the priority command generator and the communication command generator such 
that the priority command and the communication command are transmitted (See e.g. Co. 3, Lines 42-50) 
to a recipient device wherein the recipient device may receive the modality alert command (See e.g. Co. 
4, Lines 42-50) within the priority command (See e.g. Co. 3. Lines 55-58, Co. 3, Line 60 - Co. .4, Line 2, 
Co. 5. Lines 12-22). 

Regarding claim 2, Vegh discloses an input device operably coupled to the communication 
command generator such that the communication command generator generates the communication 
command in response to an input communication command (See e.g. 270 of Fig. 2, Co. 5, Lines 12-22). 

Regarding claim 3, Vegh discloses the input device operable coupled to the priority command 
generator such that the priority command generator generates the modality alert command in response to 
an input priority command (See 270 , 230. 250 of Fig. 2, Co. 5, Lines 12-22). 
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Regarding claim 4, Vegh discloses the modality alert command includes instructions such that an 
alert is at least one of the following: a vibration, a predetenmined ring tone, one or more beeps, one or 
more flashing lights, a wake-up command and a defined output multi-modal output modality setting (See 
e.g. different tunes, different rings, audio alarni, vibrating at different frequency, light blink at different rate, 
etc. Co. 5, Lines 12-22). 

Regarding claim 9, Vegh discloses a method for sender controllable modalities See e.g. a 
vibration, a predetermined ring tone, one or more beeps, one or more flashing lights, user selectable 
preferences or setting, etc, Co. 2, Line 65 - Co, 3, Line 8) in a sender device (See e.g. 200 of Fig. 2, 300 
of Fig. 3), the method comprising: generating a communication command (See e.g. Co. 3, Lines 55-58); 
generating a priority command that indicates a level of priority as related to the communication command 
and including a modality alert command (See e.g. Co. 3, Lines 42-50), wherein the priority command 
relates to the communication command (See e.g. user defined criteria, call urgency, types of call, 
importance of call, etc. Co. 4, Lines 62- Co. 5, Line 6); and transmitting (See e.g. Co. 3, Lines 42-50) the 
communication command (See e.g. Co. 4, Lines 42-50) and the priority command to a recipient device 
(See e.g. Co, 3, Lines 55-58, Co. 3, Line 60 - Co. 4, Line 2, Co. 5, Lines 12-22). 

Regarding claim 11, Vegh discloses the modality alert command includes at least one of the 
following: a vibratory alert, a ring-tone, a wake-up command, a text-based alert, an illumination alert and a 
defined output multi-modal output modality setting (See e.g. different tunes, different rings, audio alami, 
vibrating at different frequency, light blink at different rate, etc. Co, 5, Lines 12-22). 

Regarding claim 12, Vegh discloses the communication command may be at least one of the 
following: a caller identification, a text message, an auditory message and a visual message (See e.g. 
different tunes, different rings, audio alarm, vibrating at different frequency, light blink at different rate, etc. 
Co. 5, Lines 12-22). 

Regarding claim 13, Vegh discloses the step of transmitting the communication command and 
the priority command to the recipient device further includes transmitting the communication command 
and the priority command to an intermediate server prior to the communication command and the priority 
command being transmitted to the recipient device (See e.g. 110, 120, 125, 165 of Fig. 2). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Upon proper overconne of the rejection as discussed above in items 2-3. Claims 5-8, 14-24 would 
be allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 5-8, 14-24. 

With respect to claim 5, the prior art of record fails to disclose singly or in combination or render 
obvious that the apparatus comprising: a notification system having an internal alert modality setting; a 
receiver coupled to the notification system, wherein the receiver receives a communication command and 
a priority command that indicates a level of priority as related to the communication command and from a 
sender device; a verification module coupled to the receiver such that the verification module verifies the 
sender device and the priority command so that if the sender device is verified and the priority command 
is verified, a modality alert command is provided to the notification system to ovenride the internal 
modality setting, wherein the modality alert command is disposed within a notification command; and a 
notification device coupled to the notification system such that in response to the notification command, 
the notification device provides an alert in accordance with the modality alert command. 

With respect to claim 14, the prior art of record fails to disclose singly or in combination or render 
obvious that the method comprising: receiving a communication command and a priority command that 
indicates a level of priority as related to the communication command and from a sender device; verifying 
the sender device such that the sender device ovenrides an internal modality setting; if the sender device 
is verified, verifying the priority command such that the priority command has a priority level to override 
the internal modality setting; and if the sender device is verified and the priority command is verified, 
overriding the intemal modality setting. 

With respect to claim 20, the prior art of record fails to disclose singly or in combination or render 
obvious that the recipient device including: a notification system having an internal alert modality setting; 
a receiver coupled to the notification system, wherein the receiver receives the communication command 
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and the priority command from a sender device; a verification module coupled to the receiver such that 
the verification module verifies the sender device and the priority command so that if the sender device Is 
verified and the priority command is verified, a modality alert command is provided to the notification 
system to override the internal modality setting, wherein the modality alert command is disposed within a 
notification command; and a notification device coupled to the notification system such that in response to 
the notification command, the notification device provides an alert in accordance with the modality alert 
command. 

7. Claims 10 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable 
if rewritten in independent fomri including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims 
and upon proper overcome of the rejection as discussed above in items 2-3. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

a) Horvitz (U.S. Pub, No.: 2004/0128359 A1), 

b) Cloutier (U.S. Patent 6,459,91 3 B2). 

c) Helferich (U.S. Patent 6,233,430 B1). 

d) Harris (U.S. Patent 6,314,306 B1). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner should be 
.directed to Kamran Afshar whose telephone number is (571) 272-7796. The examiner can be reached on 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by the telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Feild, Joseph can be reached @ (571) 272-4090. The fax number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300 for all communications. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomnation for published applications may be obtained .from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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